For EPA Use Only CUE 02 0054
1D
Worksheet 6. Application Summary

This worksheet wiil be posted on the weh to notify the public of requests for critica! use exemptions beyond the 2005 phase out for methyl bromide. Therefore, this worksheet cannol be claimed as CBI.

1. Name of Applicant: Florida Fruit and Vepetabie Assodation
2. Location: Florida
3. Crop: Peppers
4. Pounds of Methyl Bromide Requestad 2005 3,024,000
5. Area Treated with Methyl Bromide 2005 21,600 acres umits

6. If methyl bramide is requested for additionat years, reason for request;

No assurancs that issues associated with pofential alternatives will be resolved.
2006 3,024,000 Ibs. Area Treated 21,600 acras Units
a7y 3024000 lhs. Arga Treated 21,600 acras 1Hits

Place an X" in the columnis) labaied "Not Technically Feasible™ and/or "Not Economically Feasible” where appropriate. Use the "Reasans™ column to describe why the petential
alternative is not feasible.

Potential Altematives : Not Not Reasons
! Technically { Econamically
i Feasible Feasldle
1,3- Dichlorcpropene X Only provides copirol of Hemalodes, must be used in combination wilh ether mabesals, labeling ksswes limits its utility e existing

cropping systems. |naddition, 1,3-0 is NOT [zbeled foruse in cartain papper produch.g areas of Flarida, such as Dade County,

1,3-Dichiaroparpene, Chionopicrin X Eetter irzatment bul neads an approprate herbicide partner thal gives season leng coRtiel (6 - 9 months). Application achnolegy and
use rakes £lill need refinement. Proposed !absling 1o daat wilh PPE requirements, buffer zones and "karst geology® have been

proposed but nof yet approved that cavld make this altermative more feasible. n addition, 1,3-D is NOT labaled for use in cartain

peppar praducing areas of Florida, such as Dade Counfy,

Chlurapicrin X Does not provide a specinum of control that wolfd make it a Grop in replacement - needs ko be parnered with cther matedals.

Metam Sodium X Lirnited utility due to soil characterstics and wetting pattern under plastic mulch. Fartia? efficacy for major pests. To gl equivalent
! eficacy must ba parfnered witn other compounds and production system would have ta be totafly revised {multiole drip tubes tc
provide Bdequate wedting - nct ecanomically feasible

Metam Sodwm & Crop Rolation X See above; crop rotations with fallow perind crops 1o reduce pest pressure is currently the industry standard practice,  Maz:tiple
cropping systems have baen triaied with only ineramental efficacy.

Solarization, Fungicikies X Climatic conditions 4:ring the fallow perfod preddude solarfzation as a reliable ard conslstent alternalive.

Mon- Chemical Atemalive X X ‘See narrative in CUE. All of the proposed non chemical altematives that have been proposed for peppers have been examined for

‘adequagy in a metiny bromidz replacament program. While some show marginal Increases in control for a specific pest, they do not
rapresent stand alene teplacement strategias. YWhare appropriate these practices have been incorporated into current production
practices to minimize the need for chemical pest contral.
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Worksheet 6. Application Summary

This worksheet will be posted an the web to notify the public of requests for crilical yse exemptions beyond the 2005 phase out for methyl bromide. Therefore, this worksheet cannot be claimed as CBI,

1. Name of Applcant; Florida Fruit and Vegetable Association
2, Location: Florida
3. Crop: Eogplant
% 4. Paunds of Methy| Bromide Requested 2005 252,000 -
5. Area Treated with Methyl Bromide 2005 1,800 acras units

6. If methyt bromide is requested for additional years, reason for request:

N assurance that issues associaled with potentlai alletnatives wilt e resolved.

2006 252,000 ibs. Area Treated 1,800 acres units
2007 252,000 Ibs, Area Treated 7,800 acmes units

Place an "X" in the calumni{s) labeled "Not Technically Feasihle™ andior "Not Economically Feaslble" where appropriate. Use the

"Reasons” column to describe why the potential
alternative is nof feasible.

Potential Atternatives Not Not | . Reasons
Technically Economically
Feasible Feasible

1,3- Dichloropropang X Cnly provides contm| of Mematndes, must be used In combiratian with other materials, labeling issties imits its utility in existing
crapping systems. In addition, 1,3-D is NOT ‘abeled for use in certain aggplant producing areas of Florda. such as Dade County.

1.3-Dichkeroporpene, Chioropicrin X Better treatment but needs an apprepriate herbicide partner that gives s2ason iong conlrol {6 - 8 monihs). Application tachnology and
use rales slill need refinement. Froposed labeling to deal with PPE requirements, buffer zones and “karst geelogy” have been
proposed but not yat approved that could make this alternative more feasible, in addition, 1,3-D is NOT labeled for usa in cerlain
egoplant producing areas of Flerida, such as Gade County.

Chicropicrin X Dees not pravide & specium of contral that would make it a drop in replacement — reeds to ba partnered with ather matenials.

Metam Sodium X Limfted utfifty due to soft charactarislics and wetting pattern under plastic mulch. Partal efficacy for major pests. Ta get equivalent
efficacy must be parinered with other compaunds and production system would have ta be totally revised (mulliple drip tubes to
provida adequate wetting — nat economicaily feasible),

Meiam Sodium & Crop Rutation ! X See above; crop rotations with Tallow period crops 1o reduce past pressure is currenty the industry standard practice. Multiple
cropping systems have been iriated with only incremental efficacy.

Solarization, Fungicides X Climatic conditions during the fallow perid preciude solzrizalion as a reliabie and consistent allarnative.

Mon- Chemizal Alternative X X See namalive in CUE. Al of the proposed non chemical altematives that bava been proposed for eggplants have been examined for
adequacy in 2 methyl bromide replacemant program. Whita some shaw marginal increéases in control for a spacific pest they do not
represent stand alona replacement sbrategles. Whers appropriate these practices have bean incorporated into current production
practices to minimize the nead for chemizal pest control,
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